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Advances upon a 


Cases Reported this Week. 
h r British Salicylates (Lim.), Re 
Earl Howe v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue 


Glasson v, Easex County Council ~ 
“ The Oscar II.” 





will be entertained upon Current Topics. 


The ‘‘ Uncharted Seas’’ of International Law. 


favourable terms by the PRESIDENT WILSON made a very inspiring speech in Paris 
on the 10th inst. at a gathering of the International Law 
society We have been told that the « oming peace based as it 
is to be on the Covenant of the League of Nations, is to intro 

duce the Reign of Lav and, no doubt, to have that effect it 

must carry, if not the willing consent, yet at least the un- 
rebelliou ubmission of all nations which are parties to it 
Mr. Wutson, while he has, we imagine, suffered many dis 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIE | Y Se eee ee ee 
5 prevalence of international law He looks forward to its 


having a mora unction behind it which will give it a reality 
no nation could afford to disregard There are, of course, the 





express physical sanctions of the Covenant; but so lttle im 
portance, it seems, 1s atta hed to these, that side by side with 
The transactions can be the League the alliance of Great Britain, the United States, 
and France is to exist for the defence of France against Ger 
many. This, however, need only be temporary, if the League is 
‘ a effective and permanent International law, Mr. WHuLson 
carried out expeditiously thinks, has hitherto been too mueh a matter for the lawyer 
relying on precedents and dreading experiment ‘ They like 
charted eas, and if they have no chart, hardly venture to 
and cheaply, and full undertake the voyage If may be so, but while war wa 
still looked on as the game of kings, there was little induce 


} 


ment to spread the realm of la That happily is over The 

articulars will be sent last monarch to play it to be irraigned for a ‘‘ supreme 
P “ offence.’’ and the world may safely iaunch forth on these un 
charted sea But it will be a vovage of discovery, with sur- 

li 8 prises in store not unlike that of 
upon app cation to ‘‘ Stout Cortéz, when with eagle ey: 
He stared at the Pacifi and all his men 
Looked at each other with a wild surmise 


No. 10, FLEET STREET, Silent upon a peak in Darien 


The Solicitors Bill. 


Lorp BuckMASTER has re-introduced in the House of Lords 

L ND N, E.C. 4, the Bill for extending the functions of the Discipline Com 
4 } . . 

mittee. It was. we believe, first introduced by Lord LorEBuRN 
in 1913. and read a second time, but made no further progress 


that vear, and this was repeated in 1914. Under the Soli- 
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citors Act, 1888, the duty of examining into a case of mis- 
conduct alleged against a solicitor falls upon the Committee, 
but they cannot proceed further than making a report to the 
High Court, and any necessary order is made there. This is in 
accordance with section 13 of that Act. The Bill avoids the 
necessity of a report by referring the whole matter to the Disci- 
pline Committee, who will both inquire into the alleged mis- 
conduct, and make such order as can now be made by the High 
Court. This will be the effect of clause 5, which replaces sec- 
tion 13, and is as follows : — 

5. An application made after the commencement of this Act to 
strike the name of a solicitor off the Roll of Solicitors (whether at 
the instance of the solicitor himself or of any other person), or an 
application made after the commencement of this Act to require a 
solicitor to answer allegations contained in an affidavit, shall be 
made to and shall be heard by the Committee in accordance with 
rules in that behalf to Le made under the authority of this Act, 
and the Committee shall upon every such application have power, 
after hearing the case, to make any such order as to striking off the 
Roll of Solicitors or suspending from practice the solicitor to whom 
this application relates, or as to the payment by any party of costs 
or otherwise in relation to the case, as before the commencement 
of this Act the Court or the Master of the Rolls (as the case may 
be) would have had power to make upon a report of the Committee 
made to the Court or the Master of the Rolls pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section thirteen of the principal Act 

But under clause 8 an appeal! will lie to the High Court at the 
instance either of the applicant or the solicitor. The effect of 
the Bill, as we said on a former occasion, is to assimilate the 
jurisdiction of the Discipline Committee to that of the benchers 
of the Inns of Court, and to make solicitors masters in their 
own house. 


The Lord Chancellor’s House, 

EvERYONE 18 pleased, of course, that any branch of Par- 
liament should take a practical step towards the reduction of 
the national expenditure. We have had this week the report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General on the expenditure 
of the Ministry of Munitions for 1917 to 1918, from which it 
would seem that while the Ministry was busy enough in check- 
ing smal! items, it was letting vast sums of national money 
slip through its fingers unheeded. Obviously, the work of the 
Auditor-General comes at the wrong end. He should have 
had the task of doling out the money, not of lamenting when 
it was irretrievably wasted. Then there is the story of aero- 
planes being chopped up for firewood and motor bicycles left 
out in the winter rains to rust, and much else which we need 
not particularize. An excellent thing it is to make at length 
a beginning in retrenchment, and to introduce a modicum of 
sanity into the employment of public money. But whether it 
was dignified or fitting to make a beginning over the Lord 
Chancellor’s official residence we doubt. Certainly the house 
is large; and one bathroom to thirty-three rooms does, as Sir 
Atrrep Monp, the First Commissioner of Works, said, seem 
absurd. In Buda-Pesth, under the Socialists, it would, we 
believe, be parcelled out among eleven families ; how the bath- 
room would go we do not know ; probably a Box & Cox arrange- 
ment. But Lord Brrxenneap treated the matter as it de- 
served. If the official residence did not want him, he did not 
want the official residence. Pleasingly different from the rest 
of the world, having got rid of one private house he sees no 
difficulty in getting another. Solvuntur risu tabula; but why 
begin economy in this way? Why not get rid of, say, of a few 
(Ministries and their attendant contractors ? 


The Slowing Down of Food Control. 


But wuiLe Government control and Government contract- 
ing will be reduced to the general satisfaction, a word of praise 
is due to the Ministry of Food, which has been familiar in our 
pages in a multiplicity of Orders, and has been foremost in 
providing the public with knowledge of its doings by the 
issue of the National Food Journal. The fortnightly issue of 
this paper finished on 9th April, and it is now published 
monthly—on the second Wednesday in the month. This 
month’s issue (14th inst.) reprints as a formal record the state- 








ment made by Mr. G. Roserts, the Food Controller, in the 
House of Commons, on the 6th inst., with respect to the final 
stages of the Ministry’s work asa War Department. The mag- 
nitude of its operations is revealed by the fact that, through 
it, 85 per cent. of the total food of the country was bought and 
sold. Its turnover during the financial year 1918-19 was 
£550,000,000, and, including the Wheat and Sugar Commis- 
sion, the total approached £900,000,000. The state of food 
distribution a year or so ago is well known, and there is no 
doubt that the Ministry successfully grappled with many grave 
problems. Its operations are now being gradually curtailed. 
There has already been a reduction of 40 per cent. in the staff— 
from 8,606 on 11th November last to 5,301, and this will con- 
tinue till the expiration of the Ministry, which may take place 
in the middle of November or early in December. But there 
looms ahead the question of the control of trade by trusts, and 
whether this can be successfully met by direct control of the 
trusts, or whether the problem will have to be dealt with by 
national—or rather international—control of food supplies, is 
a problem for the future. 


The Salaries of High Court Judges, 

Ir appears that his’ Majesty’s judges are suffering, like 
humbler folk, from the exactions of the Revenue authorities. 
‘‘ Oueca ’’ has worked it out in a letter to the Times, and has 
demonstrated that, after deduction of income-tax and super- 
tax and certain necessary residential expenses, there is left to 
play with a sum which, when the present purchasing value of 
a sovereign is marked down to 10s., is just £906. ‘‘ It is quite 
clear,’’ says ‘‘ Oweca,’’ “‘ that the judges are not at present 
living upon their judicial salaries.’’ Lord Paittmore, who, 
we believe, has left the hard-worked and underpaid office of 
judge for the more congenial but, we fear, quite honorary work 
of reducing the League of Nations to practical working, points 
out in another letter that this is merely an aggravated form of 
the judicial distress which he described before the Royal Com- 
mission on ‘‘ Delay in the King’s Bench Division ”’ in 1913 
The question then was, whether judges ought to be asked to 
sacrifice a part of the Long Vacation, and this is what Lord 
Purturmore, then Sir Water PaILtmore, said :— 

“It is very desirable to keep the post of High Court Judge 
attractive to the best men. A salary of £5,000 a year is by no 
means what it was when established in 1830, if not earlier, at any 
rate in 1830. You may get under modern civilisation as many 
comforts as you could have done in 1830, but there are infinitely 
more people with incomes over £5,000 a year in comparison than 
there were in 1830. and the fees of leading barristers have very 
largely increased. Some of the greatest of our judges have been 
»epple who have not made a great income at the Bar, from Lord 
3LACKBURN onwards, but still, as a rule, you ought not to put a 
judge in such a position that a leading barrister will turn up 
his nose at the offer of a judgeship, and if you are not going to 
increase the salary, then, I think, you should not diminish in any 
respect the amenities, and, as I say, as I have passed my 15 years 
se am getting near the end of my time, I may perhaps safely say 
that.”’ 

That was a pre-war argument, and it loses nothing of its 
cogency under present conditions, though these conditions 
weigh equally on all, and the ordinary professional man has to 
face uncertainty as well. 


Taxing Judicial Salaries in the United States. 


In THE United States, where also, it seems, the judges of the 
Supreme Court will have to bear the burden of income-tax, it 
has been strongly argued that this is unconstitutional—an im- 
proper interference of the Legislature with the Judiciary. The 
argument was stated last December in the Central Law Journal 
in an article by Mr. Toomas W. Suetton on “‘ Taxing the 
Supreme Court a Constitutional Heresy.’’ Art. ITI., section 
1, of the Constitution is as follows : — 

‘* The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may 
from time to time ordain and establish. The judges, both of the 
Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their offices during good 
behaviour, and shall, at stated times. receive for their services 4 
compensation, which shall not be dimjnished dyring their continu: 
ance in office,”’ 
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Mr. SHELTON traces the history of this clause, and points out 
that it is, with elight alteration, the same as one of the 
“ Virginia Resolutions ’’ proposed to the Federal Convention 
of 1774, namely :— 

“* That a National Judiciary be established to hold office 
during good Lehaviour, and to receive punctually, at stated times, 
fixed compensation for their services, in which no increase or 
diminution shall be made, so as to affect the persons actually in 
office at the same time of such increase or diminution.”’ 

It will be seen that the word “‘ increase ’’ does not appear in 
the Article as finally settled, and as to this there was consider- 
able controversy. On the one hand, it appears to have been 
said that the chance of increase would induce an improper 
complaisance towards the Legislature; on the other, there 
might be an increase of business which could not be tackled 
without increased remuneration, or a change in the value of 
currency. The arguments in favour of permitting increase 
prevailed, and the clause in its present form was agreed to 
unanimously. But whether the imposition of income-tax— 
the common burden of civilized mankind—is a diminution of 
salary so as to be a breach of the Article is a matter beyond 
our competence. Recently, as we noticed a few weeks ago 
(ante, p. 385), United States district judges have received an 
increase in salary, and it would seem that they cannot, in 
accordance with a well-known maxim, accept the benefit with- 
out bearing the burden. Whether the Supreme Court judicial 
salaries have also been increased, the Central Law Journal does 
not seem to tell us. In this country, of course, which does not 
enjoy a written constitution, Parliament is omnipotent, and 
can do everything: declare that ‘‘ horse ’’ shall include “‘ cow,”’ 
and reduce, or—let us hope—increase judicial salaries. 


The Treaty of Peace and Mandataries. 

AN OFFICIAL summary of the Treaty of Peace as presented 
to Germany appeared in the Press of the 8th inst. On one 
point in the terms of peace we wrote in our issue of 15th Febru- 
ary (antc, p. 282): ‘‘ The Mandatory Principle as*Applied to 
the German Colonies.’’ In that article we pointed out that 
the manner of carrying out the principle of administration by 
mandatory Powers is largely a matter for lawyers, and expert 
legal knowledge should be brought to bear upon the scheme in 
order to make it a success. In particular, the technical diffi- 
culties involved in making Australia, South Africa, etc. 
(self-governing parts of the British Empire), mandataries 
were referred to. On turning to the published summary of 
the Treaty, very little light is thrown on the method of carry- 
ing out the mandatory scheme. The paragraph headed ‘‘ The 
Mandatory System ’’ says: ‘‘ The tutelage of nations not yet 
able to stand by themselves will be entrusted to advanced 
nations who are best fitted to undertake it. The Covenant 
recognizes three different stages of development requiring differ- 
ent kinds of mandates,’’ and the third division is: ‘‘ Other 
communities, such as South-West Africa and the South Pacific 
Islands, best administered under the laws of the mandatary 
as integral portions of its territory.’’ The paragraph con- 
cludes: ‘‘ In every case the mandatary will render an annual 
report, and the degree of its authority will be defined.’’ This 
appears to mean that the Treaty itself does not define the 
degree of authority to be committed to the mandatary, but that 
this is left over for future elaboration. It is to be hoped that 
the full text of the Treaty will soon be available, so that those 
who are interested in the constitutional law and oversea rela- 
tions of the Empire may see exactly how it is proposed to over- 
come the difficulty of making a British oversea dominion a 
manda without, on the one hand, constituting that domi- 
nion an absolutely independent State in international law, or, 
on the other hand, in effect making the United Kingdom the 
mandatory Power. 


A Railway Passenger’s Personal Luggage. 

Tue Courr of Appeal had to consider a number of interest- 
ing points in Jenkyns v. Southampton, &c., Steam Packet Co. 
(ante, p. 477). An officer travelling on one of the defendants’ 
steamers lost, during the voyage, a revolver and a pair of 





binoculars. He sued for negligence, and succeeded in recover- 
ing damages alike in the county court and on appeal in the 
Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal. Now, the most 
difficult point which arose was to decide whether or not the 
revolver and binoculars were ‘‘ personal luggage,’’ to which 
the common law liability of the carrier attaches, and of which 
he insures the safety. The test seems to be whether the lug- 
gage is carried for ordinary living purposes or for some com- 
mercial and professional purposes: a commercial traveller's 
samples are not ‘‘ personal’’ luggage: Angel on Carriers, 
s. 115. Applying this test, it seems arguable that an officer’s 
binoculars and revolver are carried for the purpose of his mili- 
tary profession, and not for his own personal use and conveni- 
ence. But personal luggage was intended to mean all ‘‘ ordi+ 
nary ’’ luggage, which is habitually carried by men of the 
passenger's social class, as held in the decision of the then 
Mr. Justice Lusu in Hudson vy. Midland Railway Co. (L. R. 
1 Q. B., at p. 370), and the Court of Appeal followed that case 
in refusing to regard an officer’s equipment as other than his 
ordinary personal luggage. 


Employment by Estoppel, 

ANOTHER INTERESTING point, however, arose in the samé 
case, The officer engaged an outside porter, not in the com- 
pany’'s employment, to place on board their steamer the valise 
which contained the revolver and binoculars. The company’s 
servants allowed this man to deposit the valise on board, and 
during the voyage it disappeared, The company contended 
that the valise had never been entrusted to them, so that their 
liability as carriers in respect of it had never arisen, Of 
course, there must be acceptance of the luggage, express or im- 
plied, before a contract of bailment arises: G. W. Railway v. 
Bunch (13 App. Car. 31). But the question of ‘‘ acceptance ’’ 
is one of fact. Here the evidence showed that the defendants, 
by their servants, made no objection to the plaintiffs’ porter 
putting the luggage in the hold in the usual way; they had 
‘“‘ stood by ’’ and acquiesced in the act. Clearly they were 
estopped from denying that the luggage had been entrusted to 
them. And so the Court of Appeal confirmed on this point as 
well the findings of the Courts below. The same point arose 
in a somewhat different form in the recent case of Soanes v. 
L. & S.W. Railway Uo. (ante, p. 318). 





Liability of the Crown in Prize. 


Everysopy has heard of the law student who was asked the 
question in oral examination, ‘‘ What is the rule in Shelley's 
case’’ and, with a quickness of wit which doubtless only anti- 
cipated a successful forensic career, replied, ‘‘ The same as in 
everybody else’s case; British justice is no respecter of 
persons.’’ The principle thus enunciated is, indeed, a funda- 
mental rule of our law, and it is interesting to note how few 
are the exceptions to it. ‘‘ The Crown can do no wrong”’ is 
one of those few deviations from principle permitted by the 
common law, but a deviation narrowly restricted. The Crown, 
in all cases except torts and crimes, can waive its privilege, 
through the mouth of ite constitutional adviser, the Home 
Secretary, who endorses on the plaintiff's petition of right the 
fateful words ‘‘ Fiat Justitia.’’ Another exception, the 
Crown’s non-liability to costs, has also been much restricted 
in actual practice, and is usually waived altogether nowadays. 

Now the Prize Court is not in contemplation of law a 
British court at all, and, therefore our common law has not 
strictly any currency within the four walls of that Court. 
In fact, as Lord Srowe.t first pointed out 100 years ago—a 
view affirmed by the Privy Council in The Zamora (1916, 2 
A. C. 77)—the Prize Court is an International Court set up in 
England by the Kings of England, not as such, but as an agent 
of an imaginary International Sovereign, whose laws the Court 
administers except in so far as its procedure or practice is 





modified by English Statutes governing the Court. In that 








514 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. May 17, 1919 





case an interesting rule of law was clearly enunciated by the 
late Lord ParKEr in the following words: 


In their | 
are framed or he footing that where the Crown by its prope! office: 


pinion these rules [the Prize Court Rules } 


is a party to the proceedings, it takes upon itself the liability as 
to damages am which, under the old procedure, the actua 
captors AeTe ubject 

The rule to which Lord Parker was referring is a very in 
teresting one, and its extension in the recent case of The Oscaz 
11. (reported elsewhere) illustrates well the principle on which 
we are commenting; or, rather, it shews that our Prize Court, 
as an Internationa! Court, refuses to recognize in its full extent 
the common law privilegium of the Crown and its officers 
Where a captor, in effecting a capture of a ship against which 
no claim for condemnation was ultimately made, damaged the 
goods or the ship, he was a tort feasor, and liable in damages 
for his trespass: Ver Mohr (1800, 3 C. Rob. 129). Now the 
private captor of byegone wars was ousted by the Naval Prize 
Act, 1864, which abolished privateering and substituted the 
Crown for the naval officer in any case of capture by a Crown 
vessel. The Prize Court Rules récognized this distinction, 
and substituted the Crown, acting through the Procurator 
General, for the naval captor. The question, however, re 
mained an open one whether the Crown thus took the place for 
all purposes of the naval captor; in other words, whether the 
Procurator-General incurs all the captor’s liabilities as well as 
Lord STERNDALE has just decided this 
open question in favour of the wide view indicated by Lord 
PARKER in the o/iter quoted above He has held that where 
a ship is damaged by negligence of the captor, and the ship is 


assumes all his right 


not the subject of condemnation, then the Procurator-General 
is constructively guilty of the negligence of his subrogee, the 
captor, and can be made the defendant to proceedings in prize 
to recover damages for the injury so done 

The facts of the case are simple and not uninstructive, H.M 
patrol vessel /utuca seized a Norwegian vessel, The Oscar IT 
A collision took place during the seizure, The Oscar 11. was 
sunk, and 250 bags of coffee on board the prize were damaged 
The owners of the coffee sued for the trespass, and the case was 
tried on the following admissions of fact: first, that the 
claimants were the true owners of the goods; secondly, that no 
enemy of Great Britain had any interest in the goods; thirdly, 
that there was no liability to condemnation of the ship or goods 
as contraband or otherwise; and lastly, that the collision was 
solely due to the negligent navigation of the patrol vessel. As 
a matter of fact, another parcel of goods—not belonging to the 
claimantsa—-was claimed and condemned as contraband at the 
In these circumstances 
the simple issue arose whether the claimants, who were admit 
tedly not affected by the presence of some contraband on board 
(insufficient in quantity to justify condemnation of the ship), 
were estopped by the existence of such contraband from 
claiming damages for the tort to themzelves. Lord STeRNDALE 
not only held that the Procurator-General was liable for the 
trespass to the coffee, but also that he could not claim the 
benefit of limiting his liability to £8 a’ton under section 502 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. Tht section limits lia 
bility due to mere negligence, but not liability due to an active 
tort, such as seizure of a vessel. 


instance of the Procurator-General. 





Answers to Questions in Insurance 
Proposals. 


Tut proposal, containing certain questions asked by the 
insurers and answers to these questions given by the assured, 


is usually made part of the contract for insurance embodied 
in a policy of insurance Any misrepresentation contained in 
these answers of the assured will usually avoid the policy, and 
it is therefore vital that the answers should not be false or 
untrue to the knowledge of the assured. A question that is 
commonly asked in a proposal for life insurance is: ‘‘ Have 
you made proposals for life insurance at any other time; and, 





if so, when and where?’’ A question of a similar kind com- 
monly asked in a proposal for fire insurance is: ‘‘ Have you 
made claims for loss by fire on any insurer; and, if s0, when 
and where!’’ These are questions which, as appears by cases 
that crop up in the courts from time to time, rather lend 
themselves to ambiguity when it comes to answering them. 

On the subject of life insurance and the inquiry about pre- 
vious proposals, reference may be made to London Assurance 
v Mansel (1879, 11 Ch. D. 363) and Scottish Provident Insti- 
tution v. Boddam (1893, 9 Times L. R. 385). Both these 
cases were actions by the insurance companies concerned to 
set, aside the policies as void for misrepresentation—either mis- 
statement or concealment of material facts. In London 
Assurance v. Mansel one of the questions asked was: ‘‘ Has 
a proposal ever been made on your life at any other office or 
offices; if so, where? Was it accepted at the ordinary 
premium or at an increased premium, or declined? ’’ The 
‘* Insured now in two offices for £16,000 at 
ordinary rates. Policies effected last year.’’ It appeared, as 
a matter of fact, that the defendant had made several pro- 
posals to other insurance offices, and that these had been either 
declined or withdrawn. The action was heard before Sir 
Georce JesseL, and an order made cancelling the contract. 
The facts appeared to the Master of the Rolls ‘‘ to be very 
plain and clear indeed,’’ and he held that the defendant, in 
saying ‘‘ insured now in two offices,’’ must have intended to 
represent, and mislead the insurers into believing, that he was 
insured in two offices, and that they were the only proposals 
that he had made. The question ‘‘ or declined’’ was not 
answered, and the inference intended to be drawn by the 
insurers was that his proposals had not been declined. This, 
as Sir Georce Jesse. repeated at the end of his judgment, 
‘is a very plain and clear case,’’ and there was here a pal- 
pable concealment of facts by méans of a somewhat ambiguous 
answer, The case of Scottish ’rovident Institution v. Boddam 
(supra) is very similar and very nearly as plain and clear. 
lhe question asked was, whether a proposal had been made on 
the same life to any other office, and the answer was: ‘‘ Yes, 
in the Edinburgh Life, in April.”’ The facts were that pro- 
posals had been made to three other offices, one of which had 
accepted the proposal. Day, J., held it to be “‘ clear that an 
untrue declaration as to material matters had been made,’’ 
but as fraud had not been alleged (though it might have been) 
judgment was given for the defendant. In both these cases 
the untruth consisted in telling half the truth only. In the 
cases now to be referred to, judicial opinion was at complete 
variance as to whether the whole truth, or only half the truth, 
had been told. 

There are, apparently, no cases in the English reports deal- 
ing with alleged evasive answers to questions as to previous 
claims for losses on fire insurance companies. There are, how- 
ever, in the Australian reports two cases on the subject of 
some interest, since exactly opposite conclusions were arrived 
at, These cases are: in New South Wales, Stihbard v. 
Standard Fire and Marine Insurance Company (1905, 5 State 
Rep. 473), and in Victoria, (‘ondogianis v. Guardian. Assur- 
ance Company (1919, Vict. L. R. 1). The first was a decision 
of the full Court in New South Wales, the second of a single 
judge in Victoria. Both cases were actions by the assured 
to recover claims for loss by fire from the insurers. In each 
the defence was raised, that an untrue answer had been given 
to a question in the proposal relating to previous claims for 
loss by fire. In the New South Wales case the point under 
discussion was raised as a matter of pleading ; in the Victorian 
case as a defence at the trial of the action; but in both a 
decision was given as to whether the question asked had been 
answered truthfully. In Stibbard v. Standard Fire and 
Varine Insurance Company the question asked was: ‘‘ Have 
you, either collectively or individually, and, if individually, 
either alone or in conjunction with other persons, ever had 
a fire loss. or made a claim for fire loss upon an insurance 
Company, and if so, upon what Company?’’ To which the 
answer was: ‘‘ Yes, 13th May, 1903, New Zealand Insurance 
Company.’’ The defendants ‘alleged that this answer was a 
mis-statement of a material fact. The Court held that the 


answer was: 
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answer was incomplete, and could only be read as meaning 
“Yes, in the New Zealand Insurance Company, but in no 
other.’’ The suggestion in the defendants’ pleadings was, of 
course, that they were prepared to give evidence that a claim 
other than that disclosed had been made. 

In Condogianie v. Guardian Assurance Company (supra) the 
question put was: ‘‘ Has proponent ever been a claimant on 
a fire insurance company in respect of the property now pro 
posed or any other property. If so, state when, and name of 
company?’’ The answer was: ‘‘ Yes, 1917,’’ and ‘‘ Ocean, 
meaning the Ocean Guarantee and Accident Assurance Cor 
poration. The plaintiff had, in fact, claimed and received i 
1912 the insurance money for a motor-car that had been 
destroyed by fire, and this appeared from the plaintiff's own 
evidence at the trial. Defendants’ counsel, at the conclusioa 
of the plaintiff’s case, applied for judgment, and referred to 
Stibbard , * Standard Fire and Marine Insurance Company 
(supra). The application was refused, and the trial judge 
definitely declined to follow the decision of the New South 
Wales court. He said: ‘‘ If the company wanted to know al! 
the claims he had ever made they should have asked for them 
They have not asked that. They have asked whether he ha 
They ask 


made a claim before, and he says ‘I have.’ 
on what company was that claim made, and he says ‘the 
Ocean.’ That is the beginning and end of all that is required 
of him.”’ It was fully recognized that the question and 
answer in each of these cases were, for all purposes of argu 
ment and decision, identical. Thus the two decisions are abso 
lutely at variance. The New South Wales court held that the 
answer was, in the event of another claim having in fact been 
made, untrue; the Victorian court held that the answer was 
although in fact another claim had been made, a truthful 
answer. In contrast with the observations of the Victorian 
court above quoted, the following extract from one of the New 
South Wales judgments is of interest: ‘‘ On the fair reading 
of the question the plaintiff was bound, when answering it, 
to disclose, not only a@ fire loss and a claim, but all the fire 
losses he had sustained and the claims he had made, Any 
reasonable person would, on reading the answer given in this 
case, come to the conclusion that the loss and claim referre| 
to were the only loss and claim the plaintiff had previous!y 
made,’ 

Apart from the circumstance that the New South Wales 
court’s view is that of three judges and the Victorian court’s 
view that. of only a single judge, the New SouthWales decision 
will probably commend itself to most lawyers as giving the 
preferable construction of the question and answer ~ The 
strongest argument against the New South Wales construction 
is perhaps that the questions in a proposal are framed by the 
insurance company, and they should therefore not have the 
benefit of any ambiguity caused by the form of a particular 
question- verba chartarum fortius acer pruntur contra pro 
ferentem. 





Reviews. 


Contracts and the War. 


Tae Law or Contract Durinc anp Arrer War; with 
LEADING CASES, STATUTES, AND ProctaMaTions. By WILLIAM 
Fintayson Trotter, M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at Law, and 
Advocate of the Scottish Bar, Dean of the Faculty of Law in 
the University of Sheffield. Third Edition. William Hodge 
& Co. 42s. net. 

When the war began the subject of the effect of war on contracts, 
though its leading principles had been laid down, was one which 
required to be adapted in detail to modern conditions. It had 
received considerable development in the closing years of the 
eighteenth century and the opening years of the nineteenth—years 
of almost continuous warfare—and there were important cases, of 
which Esposito v. Bowden (7 E. & B. 763) is, perhaps, the best 
known, arising out of the Crimean War. But when the present war 
spened, it was doubtful what direction the law would take 
Would it follow the continental theory, leaving the courts of law 
open to alien enemies, and interfering with private rights a 
little as possible ; or would it adhere to the common law and 
treat the alien enemy as “ex lege” Influenced partly 





by the trend of American law, and still mere, perhaps, by national 
feeling, which even judges cannot always disregard, it developed 
on strict lines It refused to alien enemies the rights of a 
plaintiff, and it treated war as raising a condition of complete non- 
intercourse with enemy subjects ; though it left the enemy subject 
liable to be sued, and, consequently, was bound to accord him 
the right of defence. In other directions the courts affirmed the 
doctrine that an executory eontract with an enemy subject is dis- 
solved by war (Zine Corporation (Limited) v. Hirsch§ 1916, 
1K. B. 541), and that war may work such a “ frustration of the 
adventure” as to dissolve a contract Th Tamplin SUS. Co.'s case 
(1916, 2 A.C.397). These are points which occur to us in looking through 
Mr. Trotter's very useful collection of the principles and cases con- 
cerning the effect of war on contracts, which has now reached a 
third edition. The arrangement under which his careful expositiOn 
of the law is followed by a collection of the leading cases makes 
the book both easy to use and valuable for the assistance it gives. 


Books of the Week. 


Digest.—Mew’s Digest of English Case Law (Juarterly issue, 
April, 1919. By Ausrey J. Srencer, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 


r 


& Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 5s. 


Correspondence. 
Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1919. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


l 


Si Phe intention of this Act is apparently to allow an increas 
[10 per cent. im rents, but it does not seem at all clear that the 
lk itor has rea ly left to the landlord even th snail measure of 


In the case of dwellings to which the principal Act applies, it is 


| led by the amending Act that an increase of 10 per cent., 
would but for the principal Act be recoverable, may, during 
th extended period be recovered An increased rent cannot 
sul be recoverable unless the tenant has agreed to pay if And 
ind section 1 (3) of the principal Act possession cannot be 
| by the landlord (which means, in effect, that the tenaney 
< letermined), so lon is the tenant continues t pay rent 
d rate as modified by that Act lhe only agreed rate 
s the unincreased rent, and the words is modified by that Act 
refer to the restriction imposed by the principal Act, and can 
hard be extended to the permission granted by the amending 
\ct It fol ws that is long as the tenant refuses t agree to 
in increased rent, his tenancy cannot be determined 
The argument is the same in the case of the higher class of 
dwellings, to which the principal Act is extended by the amending 
Act And the argument is strengthened by the fact that while, im 
t ise of mortga interest, a reference to the increased rate 
permitted by the amending Act is ubstituted for a reference in the 
principal Act to the standard rate, there is no similar provision in 
the case of rent, subsfftuting a reference to the increased rate 
permitted by t hie imending Act tor the relerence in the principal 
Act to the agreed rate 
You have alread called attention to th vay as regal Is rents 
creased before the 25th December, 1918 rh umending Act is 
declared to extend to all houses of the higher class, but um fact it 
does not appl fo an increas rent agreed lore that date For 
in lieu of section 1 (1) of the prin ipal Act, section 4 (1) of the 
amending Act is substituted, and the latter provision does not 
r the is Section 1 (3) of the Prin pal Act does not stand 
n the wa ! n this case the avree | rate is the inere ised 
rate 
May 7 TALON 
PS This letter wag written before public ition of your last 
sue, In your interesting article on the Act you say that the land 
lis not to obtain possession “ so long is the tenant paves the rent 
the agreed amount as v ried by the Act Th lificulty is that 
the last five words are not in the amending Act Tt uggvestion at 
the end of your article that if the tenant stays o1 tftter notice to 
nerease the rent, an agreement to pay the increased rent may be 
nferred, seems more hopeful. But could such an inference be 


made if the tenant flatly says he won 


[ s not ‘‘ the agreed rate as modified by this Act in section 1 (3) 
i the 1915 Act the rate agreed upon, subye not exceeding 
the standard rent. due allowance being made for the increases 
illowed under section 1 (1), provisoes (11 iv.), and also for the 
y 10 per cent, mecrease llowed respect of 1919 Act houses 
» soon as the tenancy expires, but in respect « f 1915 Act houses, 


only during the “ extended period If a tenancy expires at a time 


when the landlord is entitled to mcrease the rent, and does in fact 
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give due notice to increase it, then a tenant who stays on would, we 
imagine, be deemed to have agreed to pay the increased rent.— Ep., 


S.J] 


Restrictions on Practice—Bureaucratic Law. 

[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—There are three very practical difficulties which I have 
found, and which I think if ventilated may possibly be reformed 
for the common advantage 

(1) It is well-nigh impossible in England to get any copies of 
foreign law books, or even the names and addresses of foreign 
publishers. It is not indeed a simple matter even to get Irish 
and Scotch law. books. For certain practical reasons (here 
immaterial) I have had occasion for the laws of most parts of the 
world, and I venture to say that the practical value of the resources 
and expedients of these foreign systems is very great. It is im- 
possible for anyone with a love of his profession truly or effectively 
to become its master or to promote its advancement without this 
comparative knowledge. One might just as well live in a cave. 

(2) In pursuance of my wishes, it occurred to me that, in addition 
to being a solicitor in England, I might possibly qualify in addition 
as a solicitor in Ireland and Scotland (after going through the 
necessary examinations), not, of course, with the view of practising 
in all three countries, but for the sake of having some practical 
certificate of efficiency therein. I could not do so without giving 
up my practice here! Neither, if you please, could I be permitted 
to qualify for the Irish or Scottish Bar (or, of course, the English 
Bar) without also giving up my emolument as an English solicitor 
which is essential to me. I desire to complain bitterly of these 
wretchedly narrow restrictions, under which I may not obtain the 
qualifications referred to, even although I desire them only for the 
greater benefit of my clients and greater advancement in the pro- 
fession. Being daily and continuously with the chiefs of the mer- 
cantile world, these narrow restrictions are the more galling the 
more my mental outlook is enlarged. 

(3) Being, as stated, so continuously in commerce (having 
previously been exclusively in the law), I am able to view the 
profession from an outside standpoint formerly quite impossible 
tome, and (as I conceive) probably equally impossible to many yet 
within it ; and, so far as the commercial world is concerned, I very 
much fear that the Courts are becoming more and more estranged 
from it, so uncommercial and unpractical appear to me to be the 
rules of practice. I smile sometimes to see your comments on the 
Cause Lists. If the procedure were simplified the number of causes 
would, I imagine, be trebled 

I have spoken of three subjects which have forced themselves 
upon me; and perhaps after a Scriptural fashion you will permit 
me to add a fourth remark, and that is to extend a warning to the 
profession against the growth of bureaucratic law, which I imagine 
is possibly likely to eventuate with the new Ministries now being 
established—e.y., Labour, Health, and Ways and Communications. 
The more these are considered (as it appears to me), the more 
danger there is of these departments forming a departmental law 
of their own touching their respective administrations. Whether 
this is or is not to the public advantage is a point I do not here 
discuss ; but I suggest that the matter referred to merits attention. 

OBSERVER. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


GLASSON v. ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL. Eve, J. 6th May. 
Epucatton—Scnoo.—Provipep Scnoot—Locat Epvcarion AvTHORITY 
Teacners’ Sararies—Ricur to Dirrerentiate—Discrerion— 
Epvucation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), s. 7 
A certificated achool teacher who was employed by the defendant 
councd claimed to be entitled to share in the distribution of a supple- 
mentary grant for education given to the defendants, 


Held, that it was competent for the defendants to discriminate be 
tween teachers who were to participate in the grant and those who were 
to be excluded, and that the Court ought not to control their discretion. 


This was an action by a certificated teacher who was employed by 
the defendant council. The plaintiff claimed a declaration that she 
was entitled to a share in the supplementary grant for education which 
was given to the defendants for the year 1917-18, for the period during 
which she worked as a teacher in a school provided Ly the defendants. 
The defence was that, under the reports of their committee, and the 
resolution thereunder, the plaintiff was not entitled as alleged. The 
laintiff’s case was that the defendants had no right to discriminate 

tween one class of teachers and another, and that therefore the plain- 


adopted by them on 2nd October, 1917, it was resolved that new scales 
of salaries should came into operation on Ist October, 1917, and that, 
from 1st April, 1917, the salaries of head teachers, of whom the plain- 
tiff was one, in the service of the committee on Ist October, 1917, 
should either be raised to the respective minima of the proposed new 
scale or be augmented by the amount of 25 new scale increment, which- 
ever was the greater. The defendants alleged that the plaintiff was 
not in their service on lst October, 1917, and that, accordingly, 
she never Lecame entitled to any augmentation of her salary under the 
resolution, or to participate in the distribution of the grant. Counsel 
for the plaintiff referred to Board of Education v. Kice (1911, A. C 
179). The defendants contended that the action was not rightly con 
stituted, and that, under section 7 of the Education Act, 1902, they 
had the widest discretion as to the objects of the grant, and that their 
discrimination was not capricious. 

Eve, J.—In my opinion the plaintiff's case fails. As the action is 
framed the plaintiff has made out no case for relief. She states the 
facts and then asks for a declaration that she is entitled to share in 
the distribution provided by certain resolutions set out in the state- 
ment of claim But the moment that one reads the resolution and her 
own statement that she left the employment of the education authority 
before lst October, 1917, it seems that on the statement of claim so 
—— there is no case for the declaration. But counsel on her 
half suggests that the difficulty may be met Ly amendment of the 
clause so as to make the declaration that, in so far as the resolution 
imposed on participants in the fund a condition of being in the service 
of the defendants on 1st October, 1917, it is void and imoperative. J 
am not indisposed to allow any amehdment suggested by the plaintiff's 
advisers which would raise the question, but it must not be supposed 
that, because I am about to deal with the question, that I adopt the 
view that by amendment the case can really be set on its legs. I agree 
with Mr. Clayton that that would be an endeavour to impose on the 
defendants a resolution which they never passed and never intended to 
pass. However, the case has been argued quite fairly on the footing 
that by some means or other the pleadings could be so amended as to 
raise the question whether it was ultra vires to dispose of the fund as 
they had } rarer of it by the resolution. I am of opinion that there 
was nothing ultra vires in that resolution. The fund was created with 
the primary object of increasing the efficiency of education, and un- 
doubtedly the Legislature and the Board 6f Education indicated the 
direction in which, and the means by which, that could be attained, 
by rewarding those who were largely responsible for it more substan 
tially than theretofore. That was what had been done, and there was 
nothing to prevent them from saying that it should apply before the 
date of the resolution. The question remained whether it was com 
petent for them to discriminate between head masters and mistresses 
who were to participate in the benefit and those who were to be excluded 
therefrom. I cannot see anything in the Act or the cases cited which 
prevents them from such discrimination. It was right and proper 
that in certain cases it should not be retrospective, and that those who 
by death, discharge, or resignation, or by transfer elsewhere, ceased 
to be actually employed by the education authority should not share. 
When once it was said that there could be discrimination it was only 
a matter of degree, and, if it was not capricious or whimsical, the Court 
ought not to control the discretion vested in the education authority 
under the Act of 1902. I therefore hold that, assuming, as I am 
willing to assume, that the question is properly raised in the action, 
the plaintiff has not succeeded in establishing her claim to the relief 
for which the action is designed. The action therefore fails and must 
be dismissed with costs.—Counset, Maugham, K.C., and H. Lynn; 
Clayton, K.C., and Gover, K.C. Sorscrrors, Baker & Nairne ; Sharpe, 
Pritchard & Co., for J. H. Nicholas, Chelmsford. 

[Reported by 8. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


EARL HOWE v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. 
No, 1. 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 16th April. 
Revenve — Surrk Tax — Assessment oF. Income — Depuctions — 

Premivms on Poricy or Lire Assurance—Income Tax, 1842 

5 & 6 Vict., c. 35), ss. 163, 164, 190, Scuep. G., rR. 17—F nance 

(1909-10) Act, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 66 (2). 

In calculating the amount of an assesement of income to super taz, 
the taxpayer has no right to claim deductions for payments in respect 
of premiums on policies of life assurance effected hy him upon his own 
life. Although the policies may be mortgaged, the premiums are not 
‘*annual payments reserved or charged upon'’’ his income whereby it 
may be diminished within section 164 of the Income Tax Act, 1842. 


Appeal by the Crown from a decision of Sankey, J. (reported 1918, 
2 K.B. 584), in a case stated by the Special Commissioner for Income 
Tax under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, s. 72, sub-section 6. The 
respondent, Earl Howe, had appealed te the Commissioners against ar 
assessment of £27,466 for the purposes of super tax for the year ending 
5th April, 1917, claiming to deduct interest on mortgages and premiums 
on policies of life assurance effected on his own life. By a series © 











tiff was entitled to the relief claimed. By the report of the committee 


deeds commencing 5th July, 1902, Earl Howe assigned his life interest 
in certain estates and also various policies on his own life to the 
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Guardian Fire and Life Assurance Co (Limited) by way of mortgageand | If this be the true construction section 164, it follows that no deduc- 
further charge to secure sums advanced to him by the company. Each | tion can be made in respect of ‘any sums of annual interest or other 
deed contained a covenant that the respondent would pay (1) interest | annual payment served harged thereon which is not authorized 
n the sums advanced to him, and (2) the premiums on the life policies | by some rul lirectic f t) Act r. in other words, which is not 
‘ h he had taken out and assigned to the « mpany In the event of ur . wn ¢ bject t tax More: ‘ onstructio 
his default in paying such premiu he empowered the company to do] of the Act ds to a rea " sult I 1s f a mortgage 
s and to charge the same upon the mortgaged property The f a life estate, t tere ey is payal it of the 
espondent had always paid the interest on the sums advanced, and ft t i the | stat ther vould 
uliowance was made for such interest in computing his assessment t rther f is eit t irther terest to repay 
iper-tax for the year ending 5th April, 1917. He also claimed to deduct } th i P t not t . t li . t for 
the premiums payable on the life policies as being ‘‘ annual payments f I , é ef ibut t ids a sink 
within the meaning of section 164 and rule 17 i , 188 by t , f » fu repay the 
Income Tax Act, 1842, which sections are applied t iro} f the lif “the sdva t ever 
66 (2) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, and als if 1} , and { | x} at fli 
payments were in tact a charge ipon his i re P ‘ . \ . ; ible a | sil 
ioners refused to make the deduct 3 il { , ‘ prime ‘ ] \ : ; [; m i the 
though apart from authority he thought the Cr It} ‘ e al ‘ { re not the r f income 
bound by a decision of the Irish Ki s Bench Divisior an reported = — Earl H . ‘ titled ¢ led ‘ { them 
of Lord Massy v. Con swoners of I d Revenue, in which : e for the naman ool we } ' with 
hk V nd Madde JJ Pal C.B dissenting held that the cor jt | ( B Palle the I H t of .Justice, 
tention of the respondent the present rre Pie ( \ } i i d sdomers and ' which 
sled. Cur. adv, vult Mr. Justice Sank uld himself have given effect to i! i not 
[He COURT lowed t! ippeal lered naelf hound the dum e 4 ae , Irish 
SWINPFEN Eapy \LR ha . tated the ‘ ‘ Di eeded Lord 4 , , [ y Con 
Howe in support of his claim to make the deduction relies maimly upon j " } ‘ . 
tion 164 and section 190, Schedule G, R 17, of the Ih me Tax Act , j 
1642. Super tax was imposed by the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, as ar Wa as LJ , " P P _ 
rdditional duty of income tax, and by secti 66, sub-secti f-that /- . j A. j j J 
\ for the purposes of the super-tax, the total ine e of any individua K ( j K j S , j 
from all sources shall be taken to be the total income of that individua R p F 
f . all sources for the pre we ye, cee iu — me 0 aogier [Keported by H. Lancronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.} 
4 ie total income from all sources 1s estimated f he purposes of 
exemptions or abatement under the Income Tax Acts The right to 
le ict ile issurance premiums, as 8 n Tor supe xX pury es was . fr - ° .s «6 
taken away by the Finance Act, 1916, section 36, sub-section 1, but the] ~ FLigh ‘Court—Chancery Division. 
1 to deduct is based upon these premiun b gat all events a] 
nnual payments °’ and as fallit thin the lage of section 164 He BRITISH SALICYLATES (LIM.). Astbury, J. April sth 
e Act of 1842 at sect provide hat ery per imi : es ‘ . 
ty be entitled to exemption shall deliver to the assess . notice of I ComPpany—WINDING*UP—EXECUTION BY SHERIFF—Rs ‘ Pat o LAND 
im to exemption, together witl declarat d yey etting yY SHernive—Cral py Ligvrpator To Be Repal LANDLORD 
forth the sources of his income, and the particular amount arising from . lenant A (U9 ANNI 4 l 
‘ h urce nd also eve sum I al i terest r other minual ! if { f eri / / P 
1 n t rese ed or cl ved tin ereby tl come shall or ma / , /} j) f yit ; ’ J f / / 
| liminished By section 190 it enacted that Schedule G, wit! it J 0) 15¢ J f 
t rules and d recti ntained ha I bse d maku / lf 
irns of the amour! tf annual \ € r protits I ! ny d Vv is fa ut ¢ t/ I f wh hou / ead 
} geable under the Act as the same are respectively’, e , J f Jj f 
to tne use of each person Schedule G, Rule 17 headed f r f mh 
declarations. and statements of discharge, or in order to obtain exem] editor paid t f if lance with ) the 
t r Third De ratio t- the amount of interest annuiti ryJ for nae df t ict 1709 f heriff d ] tly ld 
ther annual payments to be made it of the property « profits assessed | iff f t yt i t debt, ti f l 4 
1imant distinguishing ¢ source Phe tent tLehalf} by the liquidator { ep t of the said 
Far Howe tha ‘ nual pre i ies C nnu ent f re? if? th ( arf ? 19th J 4 to f ; mith 
nent ind that they have to be made out of the profits brought into | ¢/ tf the car } gt the execution, 9 f heriff a 
urge, and are charged thereor And they are charged on his income | tir l th t excecut ling to l { / 
this manner. that if he fa to pay the premiums, in accordance with | / t pay t j to the } j ich had 
covenant nis gagees have power to pay them ind may resor | notice t/ fatut / 17 
to the security for what they shall so pay. It cannot be disputed tha Re M I te the Sheriff of Hereford 1899, 2 0. B 
these annual premiums are, in one sense, annual payments; but the 74 plied 
question is—are they annual pavments witl the meaning of sectior 7 
1647? The tr 1 Revenue Commissioners contend that no annual] pay , = } that 6h ‘ phily | by / / 
ment is wit the section unless the payment is one in respect of whi ; f 
t person payu < leduc from t} im ne tax he may have paid l i ‘ t lat | the 
espe t it and 7 the burde tt tax to the ree:ment } hat t ill & ld ore 4 t i} i j t! 
he I yin Ot course premium " t il : e must be ] ud j arial ! it mipa pren inder t t t ta ¢ 
t to the assurar ompan' ind no ded t nt ret I ( 1cCO OU ‘ J 19] ul t lgment hit t 
tax ts permissibl: Or t hand terest fron hicl t f f “" ‘ | | t 
t has been deducted will form part of the income of the payee, and rt O lo J ‘ tit vas presented t dou 
have to be treated by him as part of his income Unless the payer the pal i Lot J nmot is take ‘ ta 
1 deduct the interest from his incom the result would be that smi d on t iv { | 
such income would be subjected to double taxation. On the other the pre sentat t the etit 5) 
har 1, premiums ! fe assurance | uid to nm assurance ompanyv are not notice la laim tor 1 ta ! 
sul ect to assessment is annual payment alth ugh they doubtless ' veil . ed aml afte t 
form items in an account up vhich the vains and profits f the ‘ "; ' the . a t tiol reditor t the 1 i i t 
assurance company for the vear are to be arrived at. Now section 164 e sherifl ! tr atter paid to t undlord | t 
Is ne of a sé ries of se tions, beci ning w th 163 and ending with 170 wit ° : fh nt the good wo pa the judy lent d t i the 
Palit with exemptions and the mode of clair ing exemptior Under ade a the unt of the said rent and on the me i rder 
section 163 any person charged or charge ible to income tax, either bi ' ‘ ' “ ~ ce ipon the petitior Section l I Landlord 
assessment or by way of deduction from any rent. annuity, 4nterest : net ant Act of 1709 enacts that good al e takes 
other annual payment,’’ to which he may be entitled, whose | ,? we ; ; .’ oxecuti = oy : ; xecution ait efor 
agvregate annual income, estimated according t he several rules and f a , ¥ al — ‘e — I 7 7: landlord all si 1 r um 
directions of the Act, is less than £150, shall be exempted from the a4 ‘ , > = r rent r the said premis t the time 
duties of income tax. and shall be entitled to be repaid the amount of 7 : . d : f ittels by irtu I executior 
' . | ided the said arrear tf rent do not amount to mor , 
ill deductions or payments, except so much of such duties as the rte S the cherlll was entnowered | +4 7 “eg im one vear 
person claiming such exemption may be entitled to charge against any to t] iekeit t] : P d ‘ aid ind pay 
other person, or to deduct or retain out of anv payment to which the aan 7 on I , nt the execution 
aimant may be liable The next section (14) prescribes the mode Asrurry. J fter stati: oe d 7 : ; 
for proceeding on any guch claim of exemption I am of opinion that f the Raton. - Muale 48 at ~ te : ce “d . ss 1 ! on behalf 
section 164 does not confer any new right, but merely prescribes the Tenant Act. 1709 Pew 14 , he anes and 
mode for carrying into effect the exemption granted by section 163 that t rent. is not haa ABC * re 41 . ry j ‘il; : wet es ‘ee 
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There will be judgment for the 
that they are entitled to the restitution of their 
thelr value 


claimants goods, and 
must be ascertained by the Registrar. The decree 
sts.—Counset, Sir Erle Richards, K.C.., 
aimants Sir Gordon Hewart, A.-G.. Sir Ernest Pollock, S.-G 
t Bes for the Procurator-General. Soricrrors, Botts 
Roche The Treasury Solicitor 


wl 


and Balloch. for 


v/ y 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
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Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
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Orders in Council. 


OF POWERS TO MINISTER OF LABOUR 
v Ministries 1 Secretaries Act, 1916, p : 
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mitted to audience before the Central Board to be constituted under 
the Bill, and urging that the Bill should declare the Board to be a 
Court of Justice equivalent to Quarter Sessions, before which audience 
should be restricted to the legal profession. 

Solicitors’ (Articled Clerka) Bill.—A_\etter laid on the 
table from the Ministry of Labour stating that the Minister, as at 


was 


present advised, looks on the Bill with favour, and, subject to what 
may be urged by others, will support it 
aa oe 
Gray's Inn. 
The moots in Gray's Inn Hall, which have been suspended for fout 


years, are now to be revived. The Lord Chancellor wiil preside at one 
on 19th May, when the question will be 

John Smith was walking along the footpath of a 
child playing in the road, in amminent danger of serious injury owing 
t> the negligent driving of an approaching moter-car. Smith rushed into 
the road and saved the child from harm, but was himself knocked down 
and his leg was broken. He sued the driver of the motor-car and 
recovered £200 damages. The defendant has appealed 

The moot will begin at half-past 8 o'clock 


street, and saw a 


The Grotius Society. 


The annual meeting of the Grotius Society was held at King’s Bench- 
walk, Temple, on Tuesday. 

Sir John Macdonell, who was elected president for the ensuing year, 
in succession to Professor Goudy, delivered an address on the influence 
of Grotius in his own times and the abiding value of his work, which, 
he said, was likely to prove even greater in the immediate future, owing 
to those general hopes and aspirations which prevail at times of great 
international stress. The Treaty of Peace and the Covenant of the 
League of Nations. should be examined by committees of the society, 
as their recommendations amght ‘be of value in forming pubic opinion 
on the functions of the League. 


Benevolent Association. 


board of directors of this 


Solicitors’ 


The monthly meeting of the issockation 


was held at the Law.Society’s Hail, Chancery-lane, on the 14th inst., 
Mr. C. Goddard in the chair. The other directors present were : Messrs 
F. E. F. Barham, EB. R. Cook, T. S. Curtis, A. Davenport, T. Dixon 


(Ohelmsford), W. E. Gillett, C. G. May, R. W. Poole, J. F. Rewlatt 
W. A. Sharpe, M. A. Tweedie, and W. M. Walters 

£430 was distributed to poor and deserving cases, eight new mem 
bers were admatted, and other general business was transacted 


Society of Incorporated Accountants. 


The thirty-fourth annual meeting of the Society of Incorporated 
Accountants and Auditors was to be held at Salisbury House, London, 
E.C., on Thursday, 15th May, the president, Mr. Arthur E. Wooding 
ton, in the chair The report of the Council that on 3lst 
December, 1918, the society's roll contained the names of 2,854 mem 
bers. During the year thirteen members fell in action or died on 
active service; one was awarded the D.S.O., three the Military Cross, 
one the Military Medal, one the Distinguished Conduct Medal, and 
one the Meritorious Service Medal. The society's gold medal for the 
best examination candidate in 1918 has been awarded to Mr. Arthur 
John Benjafield, Taunton, and a silver medal to Mr. William John 
Ching, Plymouth. The funds of the society at the close of the year 
exceeded £12,000, exclusive of £4,000 held for Benevolent Fund pur 
poses. 

The following are extracts from the report : 

War Services.—Although the terms of Peace are not concluded at 
the date of this report, the signing of an armistice on 11th November 
happily was the means of relieving, to some extent, the strain of wat 
upon the profession. The recognition by the Government of th 
national importance of its work has continued throughout the hostili 
ties, Many incorporated accountants have given or offered their lives 
on the field of battle, while others have rendered services at home on 
behalf of the State. The Council uave endeavoured to safeguard the 
interests of the members, without neglecting to observe the higher 
obligations resting upon all kyal subjects throughout the Empire. 

Disciplinary Committee —The Disciplinary Committee heard a com 
plaint against an associate in practice, whose name, with distinguish 
ing letters indicating membership, appeared in advertisements as 
assistant manager of an income tax agency. The member claimed that 
as an employee of the agency he was not responsible for its advertise 
ments. The committee found that it was proved to its satisfaction 
that the member had been guilty of discreditable conduct, and resolved 
that he Le suspended from the exercise of all rights and privileges of 
a member for a period of twelve months. 

_ Admission of Women to Membership.—Extraordinary general meet 
ings of the society were held on 17th October and 12th November, at 
which special resolutions were passed altering the society's regulations 
80 as to admit women to membership upon the same terms and condi- 
tions as are applicable to men. The consent of the Board of Trade 
and the sanction of the High Court have been obtained so as to give 
effect to the resolutions, and women are now eligible to qualify for 
sion as incorporated accountants. ; 
Action for Alleged Negligence ase an Auditor—In an action for 


shews 





alleged negligence as an auditor which was brought against a member 
and successfully resisted, the Council made a contribution out of the 
society’s funds towards the costs incurred by the defendant and not 
recovered from the plaintiffs on taxation, the Council being of opinion 
vas involved in regard to the profession 


that in this case a principle 
as a whole 

Resiqnation of Secretary At a meeting of the Council on 17th 
January 1919, the resignation f Mr James Martin of the office of 
secretary was tendered and a epted The Council place on record 
their sense of the invaluable services rendered by Mr. Martin for the 
long period of nearly thirty-three years during which he has held 
office Thev also desire to recognise the debt which the society and 
the prefession owe to him for the ability, skill and uniform courtesy 
which he has placed at the society dieposal for the whole of that 
time. and which have been so instrumental in placing the society in a 
position which has won for it not only pub onfidence, but legislative 
and judicial approval 

{dviser to the Council In a rdance with the powers conferred 
by the members, the Council have appointed Mr. Martin to the office 
f adviser to the society's Council 

Election of Secretary The Council, after considering the applica 
tions of a large number of candidates, have appointed Mr. Alexander 
Adnett Garrett, B.Sc. (Lond secretary of the seciety Mr. Garrett 
has held the office of assistant secretary since the vear 1913 


Union Society of London. 


SESSION 1918-19 

The twenty-fourth meeting of the society was held in the Middle 
Temple Common Roam on Wednesday, 14th May, at 8 p.m The eubject 
for debate was That in the opinion of this House immediate steps 
should be taken by Parliament to provide adequate facilities for and 
determine the price of pubic travel in the Metropolis Opener, Mr. 
M. P. Fitzgerald. Opposer, Mr. P. Quass. The motion was carmed. 

Statue of Lord Erskine 
Now in the Library of Lincoln's Inn. 

We have received the followi statement from Sir Harry Poland, 
K.C 

The history of this statue is aa follow Lord Erskine died in Novem 
ber, 1823, in Scotland. On 15th December a public meeting was held 

Lincol: Inn Hall to provide some mark of respect to the memory 
of Erskine Sir James Scarlett was voted to the chair At such meet 
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ing a committee was appointed to collect subscriptions and to arrange 
for a monument to be erected to Erskine in London. There is a full 
report of this meeting in the 7'imes of 16th December, 1f 

In the Times of 16th February, 1824, there is the following para 
graph 

‘Lorp Ersxine’s Statve.—We are glad to learn that this subscrip 
tion proceeds prosperously, and has received a handsome addition by 
the liberal subscription of our friends in Scotland; and we trust will 
be equally evinced by the aid of our Irish neighbours 

In the 7imes of 27th February, 1824, there is this 
graph 

Monvument To Lorn Erskine.—The following are the grounds upon 
which the Edinburgh Committee invite the public to contribute to the 
monument about to be erected in this metropolis to the memory of Lord 
Erskine 

They state That there are three things which it may not be im 
proper to suggest: In the first place, Lord Erskine was not merely a 
professional man. His powers, no doubt, were principally exerted in 
the walk of the law; but he acted in situations which made his profes 
sional splendour perceptible and valuable to the world at larg He has 
a claim, therefore, on the gratitude, not of his brethren alone, but of 
the kingdom in general. In the second place, the idea of this being a 
party measure is expressly disclaimed ; it is a tribute to genius, honestly 
and publicly employed. All liberal men, therefore, whatever may be 
their separate political opinions, will unite in preserving the memory of 
him whose eloquence raised the character of British justice in every 
quarter of the globe. In the third place, England was the chief scene 
of his eminence, and it is right it should possess whatever structure 
shall record his merits; but he was a Scotchman by birth. His country 
men will therefore recollect, that in assisting to rear his monument they 
are perpetuating the glory of their native land.’ ”’ 

When a large sum had been subscribed, about £1,600. I believe, the 
Committee determined to have a marble statue of Erskine made, and 
the commission for this was given to R. Westmacott, R.A 

In the Black Books of Lincoln's Inn, Vol. 1V., page 178, there is the 


following entry 


further para 


Council held on 25th January, 1830—Fourteen Benchers present. 
— Upon the application of the Committee for leave to place the 
statue of the late Rig ht Hon Thomas Lord Erskine in Lincoln's Inn 
Hall carried nem. con 

Erskine was a Bencher of Lincoln's Inn. There is an engraving of 
the statue in Knight's London,”’ 1842, Vol. LV., p. 373, in an account 
of ‘Inns of Court,’’ and it is there stated that 

** The statue of Thomas Erskine, instead of encumbering Westminster 
Abbey, is most appropriately placed at the south end of the Hall, oppo 
site to the chair of the Lord Chancellor.’’ 

I may say, by the way, that it was in this Court that Erskine took 
leave of the Bar on resigning the Great Seal 

The statue does not appear to have been finished until 1830, which is 
the date on it. For more than a century before 1830 the Hall had been 
fitted up as a court, and the Lord Chancellor regularly sat there out of 
term, and sometimes in term, and it was therefore one of the public 
courts of the country, and, as such, it was a suitable place in which to 
exhibit the statue. [I have explained in the Law Journal of 9th March, 
1918, how the Hall came to be used as a court. | 

When the new Hall was erected in October, 1845, the old Hall ceased 
to be used for the Society's dinners, but it continued to Le used as a 
public court until 1882 by the Lord Chancellor and Lord Justices, at 
which date the Royal-Courts were opened 

Lord Campbell, in Lives of the Chancellors,’ Vol. VI., p. 709, 
ss Life of Erskine,’’ has the following : 

‘The Lest portrait of him is by Hopner (sic) in the Royal Gallery 
at Windsor; and there is an admirable bust of him in Holland Honse 
Ly Nollekens, with the inscription 

‘* Nostra eloquentie forensis facile princeps.’ 
But the likeness of him which I regard with most delight is a statue 
by Westmacott in Lincoln's Inn Hall. This is the produce of a sub 
scription eagerly made soon after his death by the members of that pro 
fession which he had so much adorned. The attitude is dignified and 
commanding, and, although it was beyond the art of sculpture to convey 
any notion of that speaking eye which so much heightened the effect of 
the various sentiments which proceeded from his lips, all the other 
features of his countenance are admirably portrayed, and still seem 
animated by the fervid genius which burned in the bosom of the original 
I hope this statue may long exercise a salutary influence, not only on 
the young student who enters the Hall in the course of the discipline 
prescriLed to him to qualify him for the Bar, but on all successful prac 
titioners who come here to plead before the Lord Chancellor. Let it 
constantly remind them of the noble objects of our profession, and 
impress upon them the important truth—that its highest rewards may 
be obtained without the sacrifice of honour or consistency.” 

The public subscribed liberally to the statue as well as the lawyers, 
no douLt by reason of the great services Erskine had rendered in main 
taining the liberty of the Press 

The American lawyers take a great interest in Erskine, as shewn by 
an able article in the American Law Review for March-April, 1916 
And when they, and our friends and kinsmen from the Colonies, come 
to England and visit the Royal Courts, as they generally do, they might 
naturally expect to see there this statue of the greatest of advocates by 
a distinguished sculptor 

I sent a full account of this statue to the General Council of the Bar, 
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and a Special Committee was appointed to inquire into the subject 
which made the following report in January, 1917 :— 

1. That, in the opinion of your Committee, it is not competent for 
the Council to try or determine any question relating to the pro 
perty in or right to the possession of the statue which is now in the 
Library of the Honourable Society of Lincoln's Inn. 

2. That the statue is a good specimen of the work of Sir Richard 
Westmacott, and of considerable artistic merit, and, being a noble 
representation of one of the greatest advocates and orators of the 
English Bar, is of interest as well to the public as to the whole pro- 
fession, and that the Council should therefore welcome any does 
mination of the Honourable Society of Lincoln's Inm to consent to 
the removal of the statue to the Hall of the Royal Courts of Justice. 

R. B. D. Actann, W. J. Disturnat, 
Owen THompson, RayNneR GODDARD 

One member of the Committee, Mr. Frank Newbolt, reported as 
follows : 

[ concur in paragraph 2, but I think that the Committee should have 
reported to the Council for their information that there is no evidence 
obtainable that the original Committee representing the public ever 
parted with the property in the statue or consented to its erection in 
its present position, and that, in the opinion of Sir W. Goscombe John, 
R.A., who visited the library in order to advise the Committee, the 
present site is not a suitable one. 

When the General Council of the Bar adopted this report in February, 
1917, a copy was sent to the Benchers of Lincoln’s Inn, who acknow- 
edged the receipt of it, but have made no further communication to 
the Council on the subject. 

I submit from the foregoing statement that it is clear 

1. That the statue having ‘been paid for out of money subscri re 
by the public in England and Scotland, ought to be, as a fitti 
monument to Erskine, in some public place. 

2. That while the Hall was used by the Lord Chancellor it was 
public court, and a suitable place for the exhibition of the statue 

3. That by the statue Leing ‘‘ placed ’’ in the Hall by the Com- 
mittee the Benchers were the mere custodians of it, and had no 

ight to remove it to their library and so treat it as their private 
aie rt y : 

4. That the Benchers, I feel sure, did not know the history of 
the statue when they removed it to their private library, and acted 
in perfect good faith under the belief that it was their own property 

5. That it would be a graceful act on the part of the Benchers, 
now that the true history of the statue is made known to them, if 
they were, of their own free will, forthwith to remove the statue 

, to some public place as suggested ‘by the General Council of the 

Bar. 

In conclusion I should like to ask this question: Would anyone, 
Englishman or Scotchman, have subscribed a single shilling if he had 
known that the statue was to be treated as the property of the 
Jenchers, and kept in their private library for all time, instead of in 
some public place y 

I may add that the statue is colossal, and was obviously intended, like 
the statues in the Houses of Parliament, to stand against a wall and not 
in the centre of a room. 

Inner Temple, April, 1919. Harry B. Poranp. 

The following letter appeared in the Times of Thursday :— 

Sir,—There was reported in the papers a few months ago a sta 
ment made by Sir Harry Poland, in which he-advocated the remov ne 
of the Chanceltor Erskine statue from the library in Lincoln’s Inn to 
the Law Courta. In the statement referred to Sir Harry Pol 
affirmed that the present Lord Erskine was in favour of this Lasoo 
I venture, therefore, to address an — to the Benchers of the Inn n 
to allow the statue te be moved to the Law Courts. It is quite evider 
that the statue is much too large for ite present resting-place, and was 
never intended to stand in the centre of a small room. Again, it was 
publicly subscribed for, and therefore the general public should have 
access to it. Surely no more suitable place could be found than the 
Law Courts, since the Chancellor's great gifts were displayed ut 
Common Law. Speaking on behalf of myself and my family, I should 
he most grateful if the Benchers would accede te this request 
Yours, &c., ERskINE 


Sp atton Hall Northampton. 





Mr. Aldred William Rowdes n, K.C., of Courtfield-gardens, Kensington, 


Ww a of Lincoln’s Inn, W.C., a bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, left estate 


of £26,930. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on 
aught i— mle : 
Lixcoy’s Inx.—Capt. H. Farrat, Jr., M.C., Duke of Wellington's 
Regt., Wadham Coll., Oxford, B.A., (UL B.; Major R. M. Barrington 
Ward. D.S.0.. M.C., Balliol Coll, Oxford; Captain F, M. Cutlack ; 
Lieutenant H. St. J. B. Strang, Pemb. Coll., Camb., LL.B., BoA 
T. P. Ellas, Pemb. Coll., Camb., BoA. ; C. K. Allen, New Ooll., Oxford 

INNER ‘LEMPLE.—A. C. Dawes, B.A., London, certificate of honour 
Trinity Term, 1914; H. \N. Lowe, M.Sc., Birmingham, certificate of 
honour, Kaster Term, 1919; C. M. Kohan, B.A., Cambridge ; W. I 
Radcliffe, M.A., Oxford; W. R. D. Cuthbertson, B.A., Oxford; L. F 
C. Maclean, London; C. C, Whadcvat, BuA., Oxford; T. J. L. 8. Boyd, 
M.A., Oxford; W. G. Ross, M.A., Cambridge; J. D. Waters, B.A 
Oxford; A. G. Wills, BeA., Li..B.. Cambridge ; R. E. C. Gordon, B.A 
LL.B., Cambridge ; L. F. Mumford, B.A., Oxiord ; J. R. B. Armstrong 
Cambridge ; W. de W. H. Bradley, B.A., Cambridge ; A. 8. Matthews 
B.A., Cambridge; R. L. Radford, B.A., Cambridge; H. J. Parham, 
B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; C. T. Butler, Tasmania; E. R. Moxey, B.A 
Cambridge; J. E. Murray-Smith, B.A., Cambridge; H. H. Duncan, 

. Oxford; A. L. Jack, B.A., Oxford; A. P. Herbert, Oxford ; 

. Goodhart, B.A., LLB., Cambridge; A. G. B. Manson, Oxford 

Monckton, M.A., Oxford; A. W. M. 8S. Griffin, B.A., Cam 

bridge; J. A. Weir Johnson, \M.A., B.Sc., Dublin; H. Grierson, Cam 

bridge; H. G. Strauss, B.A., Oxford; S. Storey, b.A., Cambridge ; 

H j Rustom)i, Oxford; A. P. Duffes, M.A., LL.B., Edinburgh; W 
RK, BE. Borregaard, B.A., Oxford. 

Mippie TemPpLe.—Commander G. L. Coleridge, RN. ; Major V. J. W 
Cox, M.G.C.; W. A, Donald, B.A.; Pratap Sitaram Pandit; Laeu 
tenant K. S. Carpmael, R.N.; Captain H. H. King, B.A. (T.F.); 
Lieutenant-Colonel F. J. Lemon, West Yorkshire Regiment ; Lieutenant 
V. E. Faning, R.A.F.; T. A. Lewis, M.P., B.Sc.; Lieutenant W. H 
Hurst, M.A., «.A.8.C.; E. M. Tuke; Captain We T. Cuthbert, lat 
R.F.A.; L. F. Masters; R. G. Glenday, B.A., LL.B.; C. G. O. Ander 
son, B.A.; Vishwanath Ganesh Dani, M.A.; R. T. F. Kirk, B.A. 
uL.B.; A. F. Adderley; V. E. G. Williams, M.A., B.C.L. ; K. Mellor ; 
L. L. Rossiter; Commander W, H. MeGrann, U.S. Navy, B.S., LL.B. ; 
and C. W. Sabine. 

Gray’s Inn.—C. H. Clarke, B.A., Oxford, honours in jurisprudence 
Barbadoes Government scholar, certificate of honour, Easter Term, 1919 : 
E. L. Price, B.A., Oriel Coll., Oxford; W. L. McCarty; Capt. J 
Forster, R.G.A.; Pte. H. H. Norris, R.A.S.C. ; Lieut. C. E. Shillington 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers; Lieut. R. A. Fisher, Royal Fusiliers, L/L.B., 
London ; Vithal Dhondo Kale, M.A., St. John’s Coll., Camb. ; Seaman 
C. O. Johnson, R.N.V.R.; Capt. “(actg. Maj.) H. J. Milligan, M.C 
R.A.M.C., M.B., Glasgow; Lieut. H. E. Garvin, West Yorkshir 
Regt. ; Capt. F. A, Sellers, M.C., the King’s Regt., B.A., Liverpool ; 
Capt. C. E. Cookson, R. of O., Assistant Colonial Secretary, Gold Coast 
Colony ; Capt. A. K. Agar, R.A.S.C.; Nathali Philip Fernando Jaya 
tilaka, Univ. of London; Capt. F. J. Henry, M.C., R.A.M.C., M.B 
Glasgow, D.P.H., Camb. ; Capt. (T.F. Res. ) J. B. Watson, M.P 
formerly a solicitor, Parliamentary private secretary to the Home 
Secretary. . 


Wednesday 


Judge Bonsey. 


Judge Henry Dawes Bonsey, whose resignation from the County 
Court Bench was announced early this week, died on Wednesday at his 
house in Newcastle-on-Tyne at the age of sixty-nine. He was educated 
at St. John’s College, Cambridge, and was called to the Bar by the 
Inner Temple in 1875. After joming the Midland Circuit, of which 
he became a very popular member, he coupled with his practice a good 
deal of law reporting in the Queen’s Bench Division, until he was 
appointed Recorder of Bedford in 1910. He had done nearly eight 
years’ service on a circuit of the County Court Bench (Durham, Sunder 
land, and West Hartlepool), which called for heavy work and a cautious 
common sense, in addition to legal experience, 


Judge Howard Smith 


The death is announced of Judge Putzie Howarp Smith. who had 
been on the County Court Bench of the Staffordshire and Warwickshire 
Uircuit for fourteen years. 

He was the eldest surviving son of Sir William Smith, LL.D.. and 
H® was educated at St. Paul’s School and at Trinity College Cambridge 
where he graduated in 1873. Seven years before he had entered the 
Juner Temple as a student at the age of twenity, and his cal 
to the Bar in 1870 he joined the Oxford Cir vit. For time he 
was a revising barrister, and he was appointed Recorder of Bridgnorth 
tn 1900, a position which he held until his promotion to the County 
Court Bench in 1905. Meanwhile he was made a Commissioner of the 
Board of Trade to inquire into the causes of boiler explosions, and his 
extra-judicial agsistance was invited or m ny occasions by the Govern 


upon 


Some 





Judge Howard Smith was in his seventy-fifth year. He married in 
1873 a daughter of the Mr. Richard O'Shaughnessy, by whom he 
had one 


ate 


aon 





Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Anoysivs Marta La 
Lig wund, Owen & 
Great St. Helens. London 


Ernest Wu 


WittiAM OWEN, 
Laverpool, and 


HTBOUND and OwEN 
Oo 18, Water street 
Mare l 
11M Lone and Cnuaries H 
Nash & Co.), 44, Bedferd-row ne 
ArtHur Eaces Pripaam, Crem FE 
rANLEY MARSHALL, solicitors (Marsha 
ad, Cn Ly Ssann May 1 The said Arthur Eales 
t Pridwam wi nm future cart ule id business 
r tirn f A. J ind I P ham Pheobold's- road 
said John Stead S Marshall wi continue to 
[Giazette, May 9. 
NOBLE SYMs, solicitors 
West, Newcastle-on lyne, 


CHARLES 
NASH, 5 Long, 


RACE icitors 


Pripuam, and Jown STEAD 
and Pridham), 26, Theobald's 
Prd un and Cecil 
inder the style 
iforesaid 
ney practise 
sepa ile y at the albove vddres 
Joun CHaries Arronison and FREDERICK 
Aitchison and Syms), 46, G street 
ind 158, High-street, East Wallsend, Northumberland. October 31, 1914 
Harotp Bevir and H. C. Wurtrrvck, solicitors (Ernest Bevir & Son}, 
Devere Temple December 31 Harold Bevir will con 
tinue to carry e said business the said atyle or frm of Ernest 
Bevir & Son. 
EDMOND SALOMON SpyYER 
Mia‘ Spve1 
cs sam 
Phe said Edmond Salomon Spyet 
tinue 


rainger! 


iX Nwmbe»rs 


under 


LANDER Kino, and Sanpys STUART 
\ustin Friars, London, May 9. So 
der King, who is retiring from practice 
ind Sandys Stuart Macaskie will con- 
heretofore 
(Gazette. 


CYRI 
& Sol 


regards the said Cyril La 


ASKII 3 tors 


in partnership under the same style as 


May 13. 


Information Required. 


WILL WANTED.—(Farnham and District).—Any solicitor having 
made the will of Richard Medland Short, of Joyce Cottage, Farnham, 
retired coachman, who died 6th April last, is requested to communicate 
with Hutchings and Kennaway, solicitors, Teignmouth, 








CARRINGTON &Co. 
Court Jewellers. 


130, REGENT STREET. 
LONDON, W.<1. 
are prepared to undertake 
Valuations for Probate. 
Insurance « Family Division. 


EXPERTS WILL BE SENT 
ANY DISTANCE. 


Zalaations are expeditiously 
made, charges stricly moderate 





TELEPHONE NO 
REGENT 3727 @ 3728. 
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General. 


The numerous friends of Mr. Frank Evans, of the Equity Bar, will 
regret to hear that he met with an accident near the Fleet-street corner 
of Chan ery lane on the afternoon of Friday, the Oth inst He was 


knocked down by the pole of a cart, and two of his ribs broken. He 
managed to walk to his chambers, but later was removed to Charing 
Cross Hospital, where he still is. We understand he is making good 
progress 


Mr. Henry Taylor, of Carill-drive, Fallowfield, and of John Dalton 
street, Manchester, solicitor, left £100 to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Society and £50 to the Manchester Law Clerks’ Friendly Society, and 
estate of gross value £56,971. 

The Right Hon. Sir Andrew Marshall Porter, Bart., of Dublin, Master 
of the Rolls in Ireland 1883-1906, Solicitor-Genera] for Lreland 1881-82, 
Attorney-General in 1883, and formerly M.P. for Londonderry, left 
estate of value £46,610. ‘ 


Notwithstanding the great number of divorce petitions which are 
being tiled, there is, it is stated, no delay, so far, in the hearing of 
the cases. There were twenty-eight causes in the list on the Sth inst. 
before Mr, Justice Horridge. All of these had been set down for 
trial only six or seven weeks ago. 


gross 


The Royal Society of British Artists have presented to Mr. Joel 
Emanuel, the senior partner in the firm of Emanuel, Round and Nathan, 
of 1, Laurence Pountney-hill, E.C., solicitors, his portrait in oils, painted 
by Mr. Solomon J. Solomon, R.A., in recognition of 
hon. solicitor to the society for thirty years. The picture is now being 
exhibited at the Summer Exhibition of the Royal Society at the City 
Art Gallery, Guildhall, E.C. 


In the House of Commons, on the 8th inst., in reply to Captain 
F. J. C. Ganzoni, who asked the Prime Minister whether, % view of 
the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of De Keyser’s 
Hotel, the Government would now acoept the principle that persons 
whose property had been occupied or damaged under the Defence of 
the Realm Act should be paid fair and reasonable compensation as a 
matter of right, Sir Gordon Hewart said: The decision referred to in 
the question is the subject of au appeal in the House of Lords. In 
these circumstances I cannot make any further statement in the matter. 
Sir Donald Maclean; Will the right hon, gentleman tell me, in view 
of the very great interest which is taken in this matter, when the case 
is at all likely to come before the House of Lords? Sir Gordon Hewart: 
No, but there will be no avoidable delay. 


A special general meeting of the Royal Institute of British Architects, 
held at the Institute offices in Conduit-street on Monday night, passed 
by a large majority a resolution the purport of which is to increase 
architects’ professional charges throughout the kingdom from 5 per 
cent. to © per cent. on contract amounts. The increase is to come into 
effect forthwith. A motion to suspend it for a year was lost by only 
two votes. ’ y 
Hare, president of the Institute, was fully attended. It is 
stood (says the 7'imes) that the resolution, which had been approved 
by the General Council, was supported with practical unanumnity by 
affiliated bodies in the provinces, “5 


under 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, in 
reply to Major E. Wood: The terms of the several mandate charters 
of the League of Nations have not yet been decided upon. It is pro 
vided in the Covenant of the League of Nations (Art. XXII., last para 
graph) that ‘a permanent Commission shall be constituted to receive 
and examine the annual reports of the Mandatories and to advise the 
Council on al] matters relating to the observance of such mandates.” 
In the event of the permanent Commission advising the Council that a 
Mandatory Power was not carrying out its obligations, it would be with 
the Council to consider what steps should be taken, 


The meeting, which was presided over by Mr. Herbert T. | 


his services as | 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APrkal Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
; RoTa. No. 1. Evs. SARGANT. 
Monday May 19 Mr, Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 20 Jolly Farmer Leach Cuureh 
Sed,esday .. 21 Synge Jully Church Farmer 
Tuuresday .... 28 Bloxam Syuge Farmer Jolly 
SURGES cccsccee & Borrer Bioxam Joily >ynge 
Saturday “4 Guidachmidt borrer Synge Bleaam 
P Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, 
Date, ASTBURY Younogr. PETERSON, LAWRENCE. 
Monday May 19 Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Joliy 
ruesday ...... 20 Goldse..midt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Wednesday .. 21 Leach Goldschmidt borrer Bloxam 
thursday .... 22 Cuurch Leach Lokisehmidt borrer 
Friday ........ 28 Farmer Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Saturday .... 24 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep in CHANCERY. 

London Gazette —Fripay, May 9. 

Suirrixa Co., Lrp. (IN Votuntrary LigvuipatTion,.)—Creditors are 
required, on or before June Ll, to send their names and addresees, and the par 
ulars of their claims, to Geoffrey Bostook, 21, Ironmonger-lane, liquidetor 
Caper Pustications, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)-—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 2, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to J. N. Firth, 4, Featherstone-bidge., Holborn, liquidator 
CurmicaLs AND Dyrewanres, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LiguipaTiOoN.)—Oreditors are r¢ 
quired, on or before June 9, to send in their names and addresees, and particu 
lars of their debts or claims, to Hubert Adrian Dawson, West View, Barnsley 

liquidator. 

Bvssten Nasa Co., Lrp. (In Votuntary Liqvrpation.)—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 7% to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Leonard George Lane, 34/40, Ludgate-hill, liquidator 

Joun Harnpman & Broraens (Dyers), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send their nagnes and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 

i to Ernest Openshaw Mosley, 16, Bolton-st., Bury, liquidator. 

Ricanvo A. Mestres, Lip.—Creditors are required, on or before Jane 21, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James William Clark, 8, Old Jewry, liquidator. 

JOINT STOOK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Tvusespar, May 13. 

Oxtver, Morris & Bats, Leo, (IN Votuntany Ligvipation.)- Creditors are rm 
quired, on or before June 7, to send in their names and addressee, and par 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Wickenden, 1 and 2, The Broadway, 
Tunbridge Wells, liquidator. 

E. S. Seencen, Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before June 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. D 
Deakin, 2 and 3, Norfolk-et., liquidator. 

WaHrtrieLD MANvracturtIne Co., Ltp.—COreditors are required, on or before June 19, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Alfred Laban, liquidator. 

WINTON (BourNemMOUTH) Etectric Patacr, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or befor 
June 10, to send their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Edward Bicker, Wilts and Dorset Bank-chmbre., Bournemouth, 


liquidator. 





(NOLO. BALTIC 
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VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loas insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, yo furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, 


| speciality._{Apvr 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., L1D. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL. or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE P OOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE SPECIALISTS 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 








IN ALtu LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases 


and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel, will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
« Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar oF Cram. 
London Gazette.—¥Ripax, May 2. 
Wasirr, Ronatp Forp, Albert-ct., Kensington. June 18. Mosley, Flowers & Co 
v. Tomlinson and Another, Peterson, J. Arthur Cadogan Vachell, Cardiff 
London Gazette.—Tvtspar, May 6 
Becurn, Howarp Percy, Bedford-row. June 
Peterson, JJ. Shirley W. Woolmer, Temple-chmbrs., 
London Gazette-——Faipar, May 9 
Bensvsan, Samcet Levy, Lansdowne rd., Holland Park. June 2. Bensusan v. Oun 
ningham, Eve, J. Thomas Smith Ourtie, Bedford-row. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette»—Fripay, May 9 
Assott, THomsS, Blackburn, Draper. June ll. Walmsley & Son, Blackburn ; 
Barwick, ANNA Mania, Bexley, Rent. June 24. H. E. Thomas & Co., 1ll, Powls 
st., Woolwich. 
Bexesroxp, Josera, Manchester, Beer Retailer. June 12. ©. H. Simpson 4, Simp 
son, Manchester. 





Temple av 


Buckett, Cmaxres, Newcastlezpon-Tyne, Forgeman June 10. H. E. Richardson | 


& Elder, Newonstle-upon-Tyne. 
Boren, James, Storrington, Sussex, Farmer. June 10. Haslewood, Hare & Co., 139 
Temple-chmbrs., Temple-av. 
Brockiesanx, Witttam Crewpsos, Ulverston, Drapers’ Manager. May 24. Martin 
& Atkinson, Ulverston. 
BRooxssanx, Joseru, Shipley, Yorke, Farmer. May 21 
Browne, Mary Lecinpa, Matlook. June 6. Thos. G. Dobbs, Worcester 
Burex-Meer, Sara Van, Brussels. June 6. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st., Ade)phi 
CouemaN, Fanny, Farnham, Surrey. June 17. Edgar Kempson, Farnham, Surrey. 
Cou.wws, Katwartne Atice, Alleyn-park, Dulwich. Junet?. E. Vernor Miles, 30 
Dheobakl'e-rd., Bedford-row. 
Coxrarane, Cuantes Avevstrs Vansitrarr, Bexley, Kent. June 10. Hore, Pat 
tisson & Bathurst, 48, Lincoln's Inn-fields 


John B. Atkinson, Shipley 





GCoore, Rosert, Granville-rd., Canning Town, Essex, Buteher. June 18. Ody & | 


Wilmot, 1, Denmark-hill, Camberwell 

Crxpatt, Jou~ Hesert, Church-cres., Hornsey, Clerk. June lé. 
Son, 4, Copthall-bldgs. 

pe St. Quentin, Evorntr Patwyre, Charleville-rd., West Kensington. June 4 
Rivers & Milne, 88, Gracechurch-st 

Dickivson, Henry Aurrep, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham, Coal Miner. June 12 
W. A. G. Davidson & Co., Bank-bidgs., Acton. 


Ranvier, Danter, Wellington, Salop, Farmer. May 2. B. 8. Hawthorn & Son, 


Market Drayton. 

Butts, Josuva, Ravensthorpe. Yorks. June 18. Alfred Wood, Dewsbury. 

Favixser, Caroiive Svsan, Old Mill-rd., Plumstead. June 16. Hughes-Narborough 
& Thomae, 31 and 32, Greens End, Woolwich 

Peatnenstonr, Mary Jane, Hilishorough, Sheffiekd. June 24. Parker, Brailsford & 
Hargreaves, Sheffield 

Fixigan, TrmotnHy Joseru, Tapp-st., Bethnal Green, Licensed Victualler. June 10 
Howard & Shelton, Lincoln House, Fore-st 

Prerweit, ANN Hatnes, North Shielde. June 6. R. & R. F. Kidd, North Shields 

Ges, Atrrep, Bolton. June 10. Cooper & Hamer, Bolton 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


5. Becher vy. Templeton, Eve and | Jounson, Wiitiam, Farmer 


R. Randall & | 
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GRayr, WILLIAM St. Ciarm, M.C., Cameron Highlanders, B.E.F. Juno 90. Sander 
son, Adkin, Lee & Eddies, #, Queen Victoria-st. 
eure EIMseny, Ghelield. Grocer. June 14. Auty & Sons, Sheffield 
4 REDERICK, acclesfield, 8 Man tu : ? zi : 
seein “ N anufa rer. May 31. Lee, Scott & Start, 
Hartizy, Rev. Rarusone. Heyw Lan June 9 D. J 
| ae, nny RS Grosvenor-st June 21 pe a, nO a Sere. 
Lit, JAMES AWORTR, Southport, Cotton Waste Merod : } Broke . 
| : amb. bone t ferchant. June 14 James Chap 
| HOSKINS, Many Ann Hows — East Yorks. June 10 William Morgan, Hull 
June 6. HattCook & Chambers, Northwich 


Josern, Jciia, Cambridge-edns omainat ’ 
Raster eH “ r yeln Kensin " June 6 Walker & Battiscombe, 26, 


Krrworrtn, Joun Rosert Hacpensy, Birkenhead Eng 
Maples & Dun. ! verpoo! 














neer. June 12. Gill, Archer, 





' 
—_, a sey I nfiekl Wash, Middlesex. June 30 Gepp & Sons, Chelmsford 
ee: 13 ee Compton~ Canonbur June 16. Romain & De Mesa, 
Lovins BH, EDMOND, Paris June 10. Spyer & Sons, Austin Friars House 
| McLaren, WiLtiam, Rouel-rd., Bermondsey Fish Salesman June 6. F. B. Be 
| & Co., 7, Mincing-lan . — nton 
| Marraer, Epwanp, Wevmouthet. June 30. Blair & W. B. Girling, 1, Wool 
ex inge, Basinghall]-«t : . , OE 
MaTTison, Syivester. ] ve rpoc June 9. Gair, Roberte & Co.. I verpool 
Meek, Thomas WititamM, Sunderland ommerci ‘ l , ~ 
S Geka, Gentetions iD wl, Commerom!l Clerk, June 930 James Storey 
McRRaY, JoHN Henny, Powis-st., Woolwich, Jobmaster. June 24. H E. Thomas & 


(o., 111, Powis-st., Woolwich 


| Mt REELI THOMAS Witttam, Harrow-rd., Paddington, Undertaker. June 16 Web- 
eter & Webster, a, Lincoln's Inn-fielde 
PATERSON, Matcotm MoCutsoca, Pannal, near Harrogate May &l Morgan & Co 
Bradford . 
| Patston, Jony, Rydal-rd., Streatham. June 16. Wm. Lewin, First Avenue Hotel 
| Holborn 


Reavy, Jom~x, Old Trafford. June 14. James ¢ hapman & Co., Manchester 
} SHkans, James, Staines. June 14. Marson & Toulmin, 1, Southwark Bridge-rd 


{ Stxetare, Witttam Hensert, Goring. June 30. Charles Wilmot & Cx 7, New-ct 
| Lincoln's Lan : 
| Sutra, Jonny, Gateshead, Durham, Poulterer June 10. Arnott, Swan & Walker 
| Newcast lo-upon- Tyne 
StTari.eron, Nicworas, Guildford, Surre June 10. Wigan, Champernowne & Pres 
tt, Norfolk House, Victoria Embankment 
Stuart, Jessie Faeperica, Tunbrid Welle. Jone 24. H. E. Thomas & Co., 111 
| F owis-st Woolwich 
| TinpaL, Jessie, Hove. June 30. Pyke, Franklin & Gould, 6, Lineoln's Inn-fields 
l'nomson, Davin Lions, Brighton June 6 Lee & Pembertona, 44, Lincoln's 
Inn-flelds 


| WaTermovse, Grorae Hitsox, Huddersfickl, Yorks. May 31. Armitage, Sykes & 
Hincheliffe, Huddersfield 
| Wreerx, Josren Witttam, Walsall, Staffs. June M4. E. Irwin Miller, Walsall 


| WitttaMs, Georere Avevstvs, Carlton-chmbre., Regent-st. June 9. Cox & Co, 
Tower Royal, Cannon-st 
Wriert, Hexry Brownarnt, Liverpool, Manufacturer. June 19. Gibbons, Arkle & 
| 


Darbishire, Liverpool 

| Wre, Taowas Henry, Westcliff-on-Sea. June 24. Snell & Co., 1 and 2, George-st 
Mansion House 

| Youne, Dr Morrar, West Harth pool June 9. March, Pearson & Akenhead, 


| 
Manchester 





——— 





LAW 





FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 2. 





Fire. Personal Accident and Disease, Burglary. 


Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic Servants. 


Property Owners’ Indemnity, 


Fidelity Guarantee. 
Motor Car. Plate Glass. 


Third Party. 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 
RMR UeseyaR I: RI 


Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Gov 


ernment and in the High Court of Justice. 








CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P., VIOR-CHAIRMAN (formerly of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Rinbankment). 


ROWLAND BEEVOR, Esq.(Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 

@kuRGk FRANCI> Bi RNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & verney) Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

L. C. CHOLM: LRY, Faq. (Frere, Cholmeley & (o.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

REDMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, (Chareh, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 

BARRY M. CROUKENDEN, Esq. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. 

¥Y. BR KE. FARK BROTHER, Keg. (Fladgate & Co.) Pall Mail. 

HENRY LE: EVKE FARRER, (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

BK. & FREKLAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 
West minster. 

C. W. GRAHAM, _ Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

W. A. T. HALLOWES, Esq. (Haliowes & Carter), Bedford Row. 

EDWIN HART, ~ d, Brodie & Hart), Bedford Row. 

BK CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq. (formerty of Carieton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford 


Row. 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, leq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 


DIRECTORS— 
., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn) 


JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 

DILLON R. LL. LOW Esq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 

FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Gaxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 

RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.), Bedford Row. 

JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL. Eeq. (Morrell, Peet & Gamien) Oxford. 

CECIL STUART RAYMOND-BARKER Eaq. (Johnson, Raymend-Barker & Co,) 
Lincolns’ Inn. ¥ 

J. E. W RIVER, Eaq. (Rider, Heaton, Meredth & Mills), Lincoin’s Ina. 

GEORGE L. STEWART, Eaq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Vields. 

MICHAEL FORBES TW EECID Eaq. (A. F. & BR. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Ina Fields. 

HEKBERT NEVILL WALFORD, Eeq. (Walfords) — — Picoadilly. 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq (Walters & Co.) Lincolns Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE. C.V.0. (A. & H. White) Great Mariborough Sérest. 

ARTHUR CC. WHITEHEAD, Eeq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidseons), Bolton 
Strect, Piccadlily. 

E. TREVOR LL WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfield, Rickmansworth. 








SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


This Society, conse 
APPLICATIONS FOR A OM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM IT IS 
on the most 


and fuli information may be had at the Society's 


t en its close connection with, and exceptional ex 
DENCIES PR 


favourable terms. it enjoys the highest reputation ior prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
, y 1 Uttice. The Gusieess of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, agd 


te the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any ef the leading Insurance Com 


ORG EVANS. 
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rience of the requirements of, the Legal Preteen, INVITas 
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O OFPER SPECIAL PACIL octane tae 


the security 
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THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FoR THES 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BILOOMSSURY, W.C. 

The largest Hospital of its kind. 

The Charity Is forced at present to rely, te some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 

Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or {riends are asked to send for particulars 
+ i catetaiaaaa CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


PES A LL A TI 
KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S 
SALE ROCMS 
FOR 
JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, 
FURNITURE, CHINA, 

And all classes of Valuable Property. 

SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES, FIRE VALUATIONS. 
Special Estate Room lor Auctions of Real Property 

and Investments, 


20, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON,W |. 


Ye Olde 


Cock Cavern 


THIS HISTORIC & OLDEST 
CHOP HOUSE IN FLEET ST 
Is NOW OPEN 
Under New Management 


LUNCHEONS (a la Carte) i2to3 
DINNERS (Table d' Hote) 6 to 9 
G. W. WRIGHT, Proprietor 


























EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


MAYFAIR. 
18, QUEEN-STREET. 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. | A very valuable long LEASEHOLD TOWN HOUSE; 


(BST ABLISHED 1885, CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) | 


Parchases Reversions and Life Interests, and Grants Loans | 
thereon at annual interest, or by way of Reversionary 


charge free of interest till the Reversion falls in. | 


Apply Secs., 
10, LANCASTER PLACER, STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 2. 





REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823. 
Empowered by Specia: Acts of Parliameat, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and cn FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 

The Law Coste on Loans are regulated by Scale. 
Paid-np Share and Debenture Capital, £764,825, 

30, Coleman St., London, E.O. 





| AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
4 payment 10 per cent. will be taken off the following | 
writing charges :— s 4. 
Abstracts Copied ee - © 2 per folio. 
Briefs and Drafts ee «. O 2 per folio, 
Deeds Round Hand . « @ 8 per folio. 

Fall Copies ot o ~ © 2 per folio. 
PAP&E.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet. Draft, $d., ditte. 
Parchment, from 5s. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 

16, Furniwal St., Holborn EC. 





INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and 
privately. For particulars apply to 
Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medieal Superintenden 
Telephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 








LAW ASSOCIATION. 


FOR THE BENEFIT OF WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF SOLICITORS 
IN THE METROPOLIS AND VICINITY. 


The 102nd Annual General 


Court will be held at the Law 





Socre'y’s Haut on Friday, the 30th May, 1919, at 2 oclock, to 


receive Report and Statement of 


elect officers for the ensuing year 


. 
I 
4 


8, Gray's Inn Prace, W.C. 


Accounts for the past year, to! 


| Sales held in two spacious a 
| reserved for silver 


; and on general business, 


. EVELYN BARRON, 


Secretary. 


three reception-rooms, seven bed and dressing rooms, 
two beths, servants’ hall, &c. Held for over 800 years 
at a ground-rent of 
ONLY £7 PER ANN, 
PRACTICALLY EQUAL TO FREEHOLD. 


AMPTON & SONS will OFFER the 

above, by AUCTION, at WINCHESTER HOUSE, 

Old Broad-street, E.C., on TUESDAY, JUNE 3, 1919 (um 

leas previously disposed of). Solicitors, Messrs. MAPLES, 

TEESDALE & Cu., 6, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, E.C. 2. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained from 
the Auctioneers, 3, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 1. 





SHAFTESBURY, DORSET. 


Fox «& SONS . 


are favoured with instructions to SELL by 
AUCTION, in a large number of Lote, at the 
MARKET HOUSE, SHAFTESBURY, on TUES- 
DAY, WEDNESDAY and THURSDAY, MAY 27, 28, 
and 29, 1919, the major portion of the 

TOWN of SHAFTESBURY, 


| well known as an inland health resort, 24 miles 


from Semley Station (L. and 8.W.R.), three miles 
from Sturminster Newton, and on the main road 
London to Exeter, comprising about 
50 SHOPS with DWELLING HOUSES, 
NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK and 
LLOYDS BANK, 

250 HOUSES and COTTAGES, 
including eight very attractive and firet-clas 
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES, GROSVENOR 
HOUSE SCHOOL, a high-class and well-known 
school for girls, comprising excellent premises 
with modern scholastic buildings, and standing 
in large grounds, Chapel, 

FOUR LICENSED HOUSES, 
MARKET HOUSE and CATTLE MARKET. &c. 
PLAYING FIELDS, about 21 acres ALLOT. 
MENTS, numerous first-class BUILDING SITES, 
FREEHOLD GROUND RENTS. Also the very 
valuable and INTERESTING SITE of the 

ABBEY EXCAVATIONS, 
of special interest. to archeologists and anti- 
quariams, being the site of the ancient Bene 
dictine Abbey of Shaftesbury, together with 
HOLYROOD FARM, 

in the parish of Cann, an important dairy hold- 


| ing of about 125 acres, with attractive farmhouse 
| The whole property produces, at extremely low 
| tentals (excluding properties in land). 


ABOUT 
Catalogues now ready, 2s. 6d. each, may be had 


£446 PER ANNUM. 


| of the Solicitors, Messrs. Burridge, Kent & For- 


rester, Shaftesbury; at the Grosvenor Arme 
Hotel, Shaftesbury; and of the Auctioneers, 4 
and 4, Old Christcharch-road, Bournemouth, and 
Branch Offices 


Experts in Jewels, Antique Silver and 
other valuables. 


TO SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES and 
EXECUTORS, 


DP EBENHAM, STORR & SONS, Ltd, 
Auctioneers and Valuers of all classes of Property. 
action rooms daily, one being 
late, jewellery, watches, coins, — 
&c., the other for ———— bronzes, works 
art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, 
Valuations made in town and country for probate 
division, insurance and other matters. 
Apply 26 King Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 
Phone: 2399 Gerrard. Telegrams: ‘ Viewing,’ London. 








17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W. 1, 





TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


Est 1772, 


beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K 


Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied, Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed: : 


odes Deri utente: 





don. 








